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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 5-8, 12-14, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kimura et ah, United States Patent number 6,173,422, published January 9, 200 L 

As per claim 1, Kimura discloses a computer-implemented method for digital recording- 
based computer testing, comprising: 

testing at least one electronic device having an output signal that comprises information 
that reflects the state of the electronic device (Kimura, col. 14, lines 31-47, where acquisition of 
the device monitoring status information is the testing of the status output signal that reflects the 
state); 

recording the output signal (Kimura, col. 14, lines 49-51); 

storing in a database the recorded output signal using keys that are sufficient to uniquely 
identify the recorded output signal (Kimura, col. 23, lines 25-35, where the status information is 
stored in a database and uniquely identified by the device identifying information); 

receiving a bug report containing information about anomalies encountered while testing 
the electronic device (Kimura, col. 19, lines 43-46, where the received errors are the bug report) 
and wherein the bug report contains information that is sufficient to uniquely identify the 
recorded output signal (Kimura, col. 13, lines 37-40, where the error, or bug report, information 
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includes device identification information to allow the identification of recorded output status 
signals); 

and associating in the database the bug report with the recorded output signal using 
information in the bug report to locate a particular recorded output signal that corresponds with 
the bug report (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 through col. 15, line 7, where the creating of the history 
files is the associating in the database of the error, or bug, report data and the recorded status 
output data). 

As per claim 5, Kimura further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein a plurality of 
output signals from a plurality of the electronic devices are simultaneously recorded (Kimura, 
col. 6, lines 13-29, and figure 1). 

As per claim 6, Kimura further discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
remotely accessing the particular recorded output signal and associated bug report (Kimura, col. 
23, line 57 through col. 24, line 6). 

As per claim 7, Kimura discloses a computer-readable medium encoded with instructions 
for executing the computer-implemented method of claim 1 (Kimura, col. 7, lines 26-64, where it 
is shown that the processing methods can be encoded on a. computer readable medium). 

As per claims 8, 12, and 13, these claims are merely a system for executing the methods 
of claims 1, 5, and 6, respectfully. Kimura clearly discloses a system for the execution of the 
methods (Kimura, figure 1), and as such the same rejections as those applied to claims 1, 5, and 6 
above would apply to claims 8, 12, and 13 here as well. 
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As per claim 14, Kimura discloses a digital recording-based computer testing system, 
comprising: 

at least one electronic device under test having an output signal that comprises 
information that reflects the state of the electronic device (Kimura, col. 14, lines 31-47, where 
acquisition of the device monitoring status information is the testing of the status output , signal 
that reflects the state, and the device under test is one of elements 2a-2h, see figure 1, and col. 6, 
lines 13-15); 

a digital recording server that is configured to record the output signal (Kimura, col. 14, 

lines 49-51, where the computer is the digital recording server); 

a database that is configured to store the recorded output signal using keys that are 

sufficient to uniquely identify the recorded output signal (Kimura, col. 23, lines 25-35, where the 

status information is stored in a database and uniquely identified by the device identifying 

information); and 

a workstation that is configured to: 

receive a bug report containing information about anomalies encountered while 
testing the electronic device (Kimura, col. 19, lines 43-46, where the received errors are 
the bug report, and the workstation is the supervisor) and wherein the bug report contains 
information that is sufficient to uniquely identify the recorded output signal(Kimura, col. 
13, lines 37-40, where the error, or bug report, information includes device identification 
information to allow the identification of recorded output status signals); and 
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associate the bug report with the recorded output signal using the database and 
information in the bug report to locate a particular recorded output signal that 
corresponds with the bug report (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 through col. 15, line 7, where 
the creating of the history files is the associating in the database of the error, or bug, 
report data and the recorded status output data). 

As per claim 18, Kimura further discloses the system of claim 14, wherein the digital 
recording server is further configured to record a plurality of output signals from a plurality of 
the electronic devices under test simultaneously (Kimura, col. 6, lines 13-29, and figure 1). 

As per claim 19, Kimura further discloses the system of claim 14, further comprising a 
second workstation that is configured to remotely access the particular recorded output signal 
and corresponding bug report (Kimura, col. 23, line 57 through col. 24, line 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 9, 10, 15, and 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kimura et al., in view of Hornberger et al., United States Patent number 6,904,389, filed March 
6, 2001. 
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As per claim 2, Kimura discloses the methods of claim 1, but fails to disclose the output 
signal being for a video display. 

Hornberger discloses a monitored output signal being for a video display (Hornberger, 
col. 3, lines 25-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the video display signal monitoring of Hornberger in the invention of Kimura. 

This would have been obvious because Kimura discloses remotely monitoring and testing 
audio/visual devices to detect errors, including monitoring and testing the specific device status 
and condition information (Kimura, col. 14, lines 40-51). Kimura further discloses a desire to 
grasp the status of the actual use and operation of the devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 42-45). 
Hornberger provides the ability to get display information of remote systems and provide test 
result display information remotely (Hornberger, col. 3, liens 60-63). The provided display 
information like that of Hornberger would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura by 
including a more complete operating state to the history log, as desired (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 
through col. 15, line 7). 

As per claim 3, Kimura discloses the methods of claim 1, but fails to disclose that the 
output signal is from a camera that captures video of the electronic device. 

Hornberger discloses a monitored output signal being an output signal that is from a 
camera that captures video of the electronic device. (Hornberger, col. 5, lines 39-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the camera video capture of Hornberger in the invention of Kimura. 
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This would have been obvious because Kimura discloses remotely monitoring and testing 
audio/visual devices to detect errors, including monitoring and testing the specific device status 
and condition information (Kimura, col. 14, lines 40-51). Kimura further discloses a desire to 
grasp the status of the actual use and operation of the devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 42-45). 
Hornberger provides the ability to get display information of remote systems and provide test 
result display information remotely (Hornberger, col. 3, liens 60-63). The provided display 
information like that of Hornberger would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura by 
including a more complete operating state to the history log, as desired (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 
through col. 15, line 7). 

As per claims 9 and 10 these claims are merely a system for executing the methods of 
claims 2 and 3, respectfully. Kimura clearly discloses a system for the execution of the methods 
(Kimura, figure 1), and as such the same rejections as those applied to claims 2 and 3 above 
would apply to claims 9 and 10 here as well. 

As per claim 15, Kimura discloses the apparatus of claim 14, but fails to disclose the 
output signal being for a video display. 

Hornberger discloses a monitored output signal being for a video display (Hornberger, 
col. 3, lines 25-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the video display signal monitoring of Hornberger in the invention of Kimura. 
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This would have been obvious because Kimura discloses remotely monitoring and.testing 
audio/visual devices to detect errors, including monitoring and testing the specific device status 
and condition information (Kimura, col. 14, lines 40-51). Kimura further discloses a desire to 
grasp the status of the actual use and operation of the devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 42-45). 
Hornberger provides the ability to get display information of remote systems and provide test 
result display information remotely (Hornberger, col. 3, liens 60-63). The provided display 
information like that of Hornberger would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura by 
including a more complete operating state to the history log, as desired (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 
through col. 15, line 7). 

As per claim 16, Kimura discloses the apparatus of claim 14, but fails to disclose that the 
output signal is from a camera that captures video of the electronic device. 

Hornberger discloses a monitored output signal being an output signal that is from a 
camera that captures video of the electronic device. (Hornberger, col. 5, lines 39-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the camera video capture of Hornberger in the invention of Kimura. 
This would have been obvious because Kimura discloses remotely monitoring and testing 
audio/visual devices to detect errors, including monitoring and testing the specific device status 
and condition information (Kimura, col. 14, lines 40-51). Kimura further discloses a desire to 
grasp the status of the actual use and operation of the devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 42-45). 
Hornberger provides the ability to get display information of remote systems and provide test 
result display information remotely (Hornberger, col. 3, liens 60-63). The provided display 
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information like that of Hornberger would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura by 
including a more complete operating state to the history log, as desired (Kimura, col. 14, line 49 
through col. 15, line 7). 

Claims 4, 11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kimura et al., in view of Hornberger et al., in further view of Dreste et al., United States Patent 
number 5,388,252, published February 7, 1995. 

As per claim 4, Kimura discloses the methods of claim 1, but fails to disclose 
compressing the recorded output signal. 

Hornberger discloses a video based output signal, which would obviously be included for 
the same reasons as those disclosed in the rejections of claims 2 and 3 above, however the 
combination of Kimura and Hornberger still fail to disclose compressing this signal. 

Dreste discloses compressing the recorded output signal (Dreste, col. 1 1, lines 5-15, 
where the packing is a form of compression). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the compression of Dreste in the invention of Kimura and Hornberger. 

This would have been obvious because Dreste discloses that the compression allows for 
the monitoring of the video with minimal delay, substantially in real time (Dreste, col. 13, lines 
1-9). This would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura and Hornberger, which desire the 
ability to provide quick and efficient monitoring of audio/video devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 33- 
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41) to avoid developing issues in as much a real time environment as possible (Hornberger, col. 
3, lines 60-62). 

As per claim 1 1, this claim is merely a system for executing the method of claim 4. 
Kimura clearly discloses a system for the execution of the methods (Kimura, figure 1), and as 
such the same rejections as those applied to claim 4 above would apply to claim 1 1 here as well. 

As per claim 17, Kimura discloses the apparatus of claim 14, but fails to disclose 
compressing the recorded output signal. 

Hornberger discloses a video based output signal, which would obviously be included for 
the same reasons as those disclosed in the rejections of claims 15 and 16 above, however the 
combination of Kimura and Hornberger still fail to disclose compressing this signal. 

Dreste discloses compressing the recorded output signal (Dreste, col. 11, lines 5-15, 
where the packing is a form of compression). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the compression of Dreste in the invention of Kimura and Hornberger. 

This would have been obvious because Dreste discloses that the compression allows for 
the monitoring of the video with minimal delay, substantially in real time (Dreste, col 13, lines 
1-9). This would obviously benefit the invention of Kimura and Hornberger, which desire the 
ability to provide quick and efficient monitoring of audio/video devices (Kimura, col. 1, lines 33- 
41) to avoid developing issues in as much a real time environment as possible (Hornberger, col. 
3, lines 60-62). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure is provided on form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua A. Lohn whose telephone number is (571) 272-3661 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Baderman can be reached on (571) 272-3644. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




